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House of Represasntatives
Daaxr My, Treuan:

We refer to your letvter to our ODffice dated
May 22, 1979, »lso signed by other Members of
Congress, on behalf of Amerlcan laundry Machinery,
Incoxporated, and Pallexin Hilnor Corporstion,
raquesting reconsldervation of our dealsion in
Gardnex Machinery Corporation; G.A, Braun, Incorporated -
Request for Raconslderatlon, B-\65418, Naxch 12, 1979.

.In that decision, wa aﬂt&rmad\uprwdaalalon of
goptember 35, 1978, which held that the Veteraps .
Adminletratiop {(VA) specifications foit a shelleas ..
laundvy was)) system to be installed at the consolidated
laundvy, VeteranchAdministratloh}ﬂoapi}al,‘Ballubury,‘
Noxth Carolinaf vere unduly restpictivit of competition,
In reaching thiy declsion, we conuluded,that G,A, Braun's
"automated washav/extractor systém” would have satisfied
the Goverrment.'s minimum needs and; therxefore, tha VA
speclfications which parmitted only a "nhelless® wash
system were upduly restrictive., Owr March 12, 19Y9,
decislon wes the second reconsideration of our deviuion
of September 15, 1976, 76-2 CPD 248, which involved the
pane flrms and issuen. American Laundry Machinery.
Incorporated, and Pellerin Milnor Corporatlon were
furnished a copy o% our March 12, 197%, decislion.

Requasts for reconsideration of our declnlons are ¢
governed by the proviasions of our Bid Protest Procedures
(Procedures) at 4 C.I'R. § 20,9 (1978), which providoe,
in part, as follows: :

"(b) Requeﬁt for reconsideration
of a decision of the Comptroller General
shall be filed not later than 10 dayn
after the bausls for reconsideration
is known or shouid have bean known,
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whichever is earlie), The term 'filed!
8t usad in this section means receipt
in the General Accounting Office."

Protests againat the award of Govermnment con-
tracts are meriouvs matters, which deserve the in-
mediate and tiwely attention of the protester,
interasted parties, and the contracting agency. Our
Proceduros estahlish an oxderly process to insure
equitsble and prompt resolution of protests, Thore-
fore, timeljiness standarxde for the filing of pritests
and reduests for raconnideration must be and are
strictly construed by our Office. Under our Procedures,
there is no provision for waiving tha time requiremants
applicable to vequests for reconsideration. Moreovey,
we held {n Dopartment of Commerce; International
Computaprint Corpoxatlon, B-19 ; August 2, 1978,
78-2 CPD 84, that wa would not consider requests for
reconsideration not filed within the prescribed time
limit regardless of the circumstances involved.

8ince no request for raconwideration of our
laxch 1%, 1979, decisior was requasted within the
prescribed time limits, we must decline any request
that the case be reopened. |

We note, however, as pointed out in vur last
deciplon in this matter, that the VA has racognized
washer/axtractors &ss equal tc “shelless™ washers.
The specificationa now previde for offering either
system and the VA will have to dsteruinc whether an
offered system ments its stated requirements in a
particulayr sollcication.

S8incerely yours,

R.F.KELLER

Deputy Conptroller General
of the Unjited Statoen
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